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to redeem them from sin, and the Gospel was given to the 
Gentiles, while the Jews were indifferent to their great 
opportunity. By the life and death of Christ the wall that 
separated between Jew and Gentile was broken down, and 
now " there is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond 
nor free, there is neither male nor female : for ye are all one 
in Christ Jesus. And if ye be Christ's, then are ye Abra- 
ham's seed, and heirs according to the promise." (Gal. 
3: 28, 29.) 



CRITICISM OF THE EPISTLE TO THE GALATIANS.. 
By Professor Alfred Williams Anthony, 

Cobb Divinity School, Lewiston, Me. 

As denying the genuineness of Paul's epistle to the Gala- 
tians only ' five persons can be mentioned. 

1 . The first is Bruno Bauer, a German, who in a work 
upon the Pauline 2 epistles sets the date of them all between 
the last years of Hadrian's reign and the middle of the reign 
of Marcus Aurelius, that is, between 138 and 170 A. D. and 
deems the Epistle to the Galatians nothing more than a 
compilation from the epistles to the Romans and to the Cor- 
inthians. But this opinion was based absolutely upon no 
historic grounds, and has been received with no attention, 
save under ridicule and contempt. 

While Bruno Bauer was writing, the other man of similar 
name, Ferdinand Christian Baur, founder of that famous 

1 Holtzmann in his Lehrbuch der historisch-Kritischen Einleitung in das 
Neue Testament (1886 p. 230) names two who are not here noticed, Evanson 
and S. A. Naber. But it is more emphatically true of them than as Weiss 
(Lehrbuch der Einleitung in das Neue Testament, 1889, p. 11) says of Bruno 
Bauer, " His works have scarcely had an influence upon the scientific move- 
ment." 

8 Kritik der paulinischen Brief e published in 1850. 
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Tubingen School of radical critics, was with his colleagues 
vigorously endeavoring to maintain the genuineness of the 
epistles to the Galatians, to the Romans and the two to the 
Corinthians, though denying all else. Zeller, one of the Tubin- 
gen critics, himself so radical that in 1 849 he left his chair of 
theology and entered the department of 3 philosophy, charac- 
terized Bauer's criticism as an 4 attempt ' ' to carry off at any 
price the fame of being the most radical critic of all." 
Others have characterized such criticism no less severely. 
Meyer 'termed it " wanton." Dr. Philip Schaff "says: " It 
was left to a half-crazy hypercritic of the nineteenth century 
to stultify himself by declaring that the Epistle to the Gala- 
tians is a confused compilation from the Epistles to the 
Romans and Corinthians. His arguments are not worth 
refuting." Otto Schmoller, editor of "The Epistle of Paul 
to the Galatians" in Lange's series of commentaries, 'writes 
of Bauer : ' ' His imaginary proof, however, is so utterly 
without foundation, or scientific worth, that it bears its refu- 
tation on its face." 

2. In 1878 Dr. A. Pierson, a Dutchman, in a book upon 
the ' Sermon on the Mount, devoting eleven pages to a con- 
sideration of the Epistle to the Galatians, maintained that 
while a few fragments might be genuine yet they had been 
so largely added to and worked over by some zealous admirer 
of the Apostle that nothing historical could be fixed upon. 
The very next year Dr. J. J. Prius, a fellow-countryman of 
Pierson, who had but just issued a commentary upon the 

3 Prof. Zeller is still lecturing upon philosophical themes in the University 
of Berlin. Last spring he delivered a course of lectures Uber litter arische 
und historische Kritik quite in the line of Mrs. Ward's "Robert Elsmere." 
He is the last living representative of the original Tubingen School. 

4 See Zockler's Handbuch der theologischen Wissenschaften, 1889, Vol. I., 
part 2, p. 82. 

6 The English edition of Meyer's Commentary, last paragraph of the Intro- 
duction ; T & T. Clark, Edinburgh, 1876 ; Funk & Wagnalls, N. Y., 1883. 

• A Popular Commentary on the New Testament, Vol. III., "The Epistles 
of Paul," 1882, p. 292. 

'English edition, N. Y., 1870, p. 5. 

8 De Bergrede etc., pp. 99-110 ; cp. Sieffert, p. 25. 
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■epistle, replied with a * brochure which clearly showed the in- 
security of Pierson's position. 

3. But another Dutchman shortly appeared with another 
attack. In 1882 A. D. Loman in a Dutch theological "peri- 
odical declared that a letter of such pronounced anti- Jewish 
sentiments could not have been written in the apostolic times 
by a man surrounded, as Paul was, by decidedly Jewish in- 
fluences, and that therefore the epistle was the work of a 
forger of a later century. This time again it did not take an 
■orthodox divine to defend the genuineness. Dr. Jan Hendrik 
Scholten, likewise a Dutchman, known as one of the most 
■destructive of critics, denying altogether the supernatural in 
religion, yet on this epistle "refuted Loman with external 
historical evidence that could not be shaken. 

4. Weisse in 1867 had maintained in an altogether arbi- 
trary way, which scarcely deserves mention, that many 
interpolations had been forced into the text. He adduced no 
adequate proof and has gained little, or no, heed from 
"scholars. 

5. In the year of grace, 1890, another publication im- 
pugns the genuineness of the Pauline epistles, and among 
the rest that to the Galatians. It appears from the press of a 
publishing house in Tubingen, and though the work of a 
native-born German, may yet more properly be termed an 
■emanation from the modem Dutch School of critics, for its 
author since 1885 has held a theological professorship in 
Holland, now incumbent of a chair in the University of 
Amsterdam. The publication thus far treats only of the 
epistles to the Romans and Galatians, and is the first volume 

9 De brief van Paulus aan de Galatiers tegenover de bedenkingen von 
Dr. Pierson gehandhaafd, 1879. 

10 In the Theologisch Tijdschrift, four separate articles entitled " Questiones 
Paulinas." 

11 Historisch-critische Bijdragen naar Aanleiding van de nieuwste Hy- 
j>othese aangaande fezus en den Paulus der vier Hoofdbrieven, 1882 
Scholten's last work. He died in 1885. 

12 Meyer says : " The numerous interpolations which, according to Weisse 
(Bet/rage zur Kritik der paulinischen Briefe, edited by Sulze, 1867, 
p. 19 ff.) the apostolic text has undergone, depend entirely on a subjective 
criticism of the style, conducted with an utter disregard of external critical 
testimony." Sieffert repeats the same. 
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of a series ,3 entitled ' ' The Composition of the Chief Pauline 
Epistles." The author is Dr. Daniel Vblter, a former pupil 
of Weizsacker, now thirty-five years of age, best known as 
the author of ""The Origin of the Apocalypse," which in 
its first edition (1882) attempted to prove that John the 
Presbyter wrote the Apocalypse in 65 or 66, added to it in 68 
a new prophecy and some modifications, leaving it for three 
distinct alterations which took place in the second century. 
The second edition (1885) receded from this first position 
materially, holding that, while some important changes and 
additions were made in the second century, before the book 
took its final form at about 140, yet the original work had 
issued from the pen of John the Apostle in 65 or 66 in an 
earlier draft, subsequently (in 68 or 69) enlarged by the au- 
thor himself. This change of view concerning the Apocalypse 
simply shows that the author may grow more conservative in 
regard to the Pauline epistles before many, or even three, 
years elapse. 

Of the Epistle to the Romans Volter deems very little to 
have been written by Paul. Whenever in the epistle he 
discovers a difficulty in logic or an unexpected order of de- 
velopment he deems such a difficulty and such an order 
conclusive evidence that some forging writer has been tam- 
pering with Paul's thoughts and inserting his own, rigidly 
holding Paul to mental processes and logical expressions 
which conform to Volter's standards of what ought to be. 
Where Paul seems to- depart from these standards, it is not 
Paul who departs but some interpolator. The epistle is ap- 
portioned out, therefore, between Paul and five different 
interpolators, beside a seventh author who writes the conclu- 
sion ! To Paul remain : of chapter 1 the first half of verse 1 
and verses 5 to 17; chapter 5 excepting verses 13, 14 and 
20; chapter 6 excepting verses 14 and 15; chapters 12 and 
13 entire; of chapter 15 verses 14 to 32, and of chapter 16 
verses 21 to 23. All the rest is assigned to the various in- 
terpolators. 

Now, since the Epistle to the Galatians, in Volter's judg- 

13 Die Komposition der paulinischen Hauptbriefe. I. Der Romer und 
Galaterbrief." Tubingen, 1890. 

14 Die Entstehung der Apokalypse. Freiburg. 
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ment, resembles the rejected portions of the epistle to the 
Romans, it, — so the judgment proceeds, — did not issue from 
Paul's pen but is altogether spurious ! 

Such criticism is so subjective, so arbitrary, having so little 
basis for sound historical and logical evidence, that one can 
hardly treat it seriously. Privat-Docent Oscar Holtzmann 
of Giessen concludes a "review of Volter's volume with 
these words : ' ' Perhaps much in this review is introduced 
in the wrong place. Yet to avoid mistakes I assure Volter 
that I have full confidence that my review has reached Am- 
sterdam without interpolations." 

Scholars have always regarded the genuineness of the 
Epistle to the Galatians as indisputable. Meyer wrote : "It 
is thus so firmly established that, except by Bruno Bauer's 
wanton criticism, it has never been, and never can be 
doubted." 16 Sieffert, Meyer's latest editor, says, "The 
genuineness of the epistle is beyond question (zweifellos)" 
" Ellicott says, ' ' The genuineness and authenticity are sup- 
ported by distinct external testimony, and, as we might infer 
from the strikingly characteristic style of the Epistle, have 
never been doubted by any reputable critic." On Galatians 
Dean Alf ord 18 wrote : "Of all the epistles which bear the 
characteristic marks of St. Paul's style, this one stands fore- 
most. * * * * So that, as Windischmann observes, 
whoever is prepared to deny the genuineness of the epistle, 
would pronounce on himself the sentence of incapacity to 
distinguish true from false. Accordingly, its authorship has 
never been doubted." Dr Philip Schaff 19 has written : "The 
internal evidence for the authorship of Paul is so strong that 

15 In the Theologische Literaturzeitung for August 23, 1890. 

16 Sieffert's revision of Meyer (2d. ed., 1886) exists only in German. To it 
I am indebted for several references given. Dr. Friedrich Sieffert is professor 
of theology in the University of Bonn. 

"A Commentary, critical and grammatical, on St. Paul's Epistle to the 
Galatians, with a revised trnslation, first published in 1854. The edition 
before me is an American reprint by W. F. Draper, Andover, i860. 

18 Henry Alf ord ; The Greek Testament: with a critical revised Text: 
a Digest of various readings : Marginal References to verbal and idio- 
matic usage : Prolegomena: and a critical and exegetical commentary. 
Vol. III., 1872. 

19 In the Commentary already cited. 
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no sane divine has ever denied or even doubted it." Prof. 
James Macgregor " affirms : ' ' No critic worthy of the name 
has ever seriously called its genuineness in question." Rev. 
A. R. " Fausset declares : ' ' The internal and external evi- 
dence for St. Paul's authorship is conclusive." To the same 
effect Prof. ™ Schulze writes : ' ' The genuineness is beyond 
attack (unantastbar)." Bishop Lightfoot's "commentary con- 
tains these words : ' ' The Epistle to the Galatians has escaped 
unchallenged amid the sweeping proscriptions of recent crit- 
icism. Its every sentence so completely reflects the life and 
character of the Apostle of the Gentiles that its genuineness 
has not been seriously questioned." A writer in McClintock 
and Strong's theological encyclopedia pens, "With regard to 
the genuineness and authenticity of this epistle, no writer of 
any credit or respectability has expressed any doubts ; " while 
the Rev. J. Sutherland Black in the last edition of the Ency- 
clopedia Britannica says, ' ' The genuineness of this epistle 
has never been disputed. The external evidence is remark- 
ably clear and continuous, while the internal has been such 
as to satisfy even the most negative school of modern criti- 
cism." 

Indeed all critics of every shade, whether in Germany, 
England or America, with the few exceptions named, pro- 
nounce for the genuineness of the Epistle. 

Beside the internal evidence, the strength of which a 
careful study of the text will disclose, and the external evi- 
dence, which Bishop Lightfoot's admirable commentary 
presents in the best form available to the English reader, the 
student who believes in the testimony of God, as embodied 
in the records of history, will find still another evidence for 
the genuineness of the Epistle to the Galatians in the effect 

20 Hand-Books for Bible Classes and Private Students, edited by Rev. 
Marcus Dods, D. D., and Rev. Alexander Whyte, M. A. "The Epistle of 
Paul to the Churches of Galatia," Edinburgh, 2d. ed. 1881, p. 10. 

81 In The Portable Commentary, (Jamieson, Fausset and Brown), Vol. II. 
p. 340. 

"Prof. Ludwig Schulze of Rostock University, in Zockler's Handbuch der 
theologischen Wissenschaften, 1889, Vol. I., part 2, p. 82. 

93 Written in 1865. It is entitled, Saint Paul's Epistle to the Galatians : 
a Revised Text with Introduction, Notes, and Dissertations. The 10th 
ed., 1890, is before me. London and N. Y. The dissertations are particularly 
valuable. 
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which it produced upon Martin Luther and through him upon 
the world. Luther wrote a " commentary upon this epistle, 
' ' his only complete and continuous contribution to the Exe- 
gesis of the New Testament, yet it was that single work 
which led to the conversions of John Bunyan and John 
Wesley, whose religions influence has been as powerful as 
that of any teachers in the last three "centuries." As for 
Luther himself, he declared : ' ' The epistle to the Galatians 
is my epistle. I have betrothed myself to it. It is my wife." 
Luther caught its chief characteristic and breathed its spirit. 
It is the epistle of liberty. Had there been no epistle to the 
Galatians for Luther there would, doubtless, have been no 
Reformation for the world. 

M It first appeared in 1519, and was reissued in 1524 and 1535. I possess a 
copy of the original edition, entitled In epistolam Pauli ad Gal at as, F. 
Martin Lutheri Augustiniani comment arius, written, as this title shows in 
Latin, when Luther was an Augustinian " brother," " F." standing for Fratris. 

26 Archdeacon F. W. Farrar in The Expositor, London, 2d. series, Vol. VII., 
p. 214. 



